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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed 01/06/2009. 

2. Claims 1, 3-9, 11-31 and 33-43 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 12, 27 
and 43 are independent claims. In the instant Amendment, claims 1, 3-6, 12, 25, 27, 28, 
and 43 were amended Claims 2, 10, 17 and 32 have been cancelled. This action made 
final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 1, 3-9, 1 1-3 1 and 33-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Kephart et al. ("Kephart" US PUB. NO.:2001/0042087) in view of 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (hereinafter "AAPA"). 

As per claim 1 , Kephart discloses a method for assisting object organization 
comprising: initializing a plurality of attribute-specific lists, each list having a defined 
association with a different controlling attribute and having a plurality of entries 
corresponding to selectable actions to be performed on an object having the associated 
controlling attribute (paragraphs [0055-56], [0040-50] and Figure 2), selectable actions 
ordered from a most recently performed action to a least recently performed action with 
respect to an object having the associated controlling attribute (paragraphs [0066-0069]); 

invoking a first of the plurality of attribute-specific lists via a first object having a 
first controlling attribute, the first attribute-specific list associated with the first 
controlling attribute (Figure, 2 and paragraphs [0040-0050]); 

selecting an action from the first attribute-specific list to be performed on the first 
object (paragraphs [0046- 0052]); 



Application/Control Number: 10/799,456 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2175 

invoking a second of the plurality of attribute-specific lists via a second object 
having a second controlling attribute, the second attribute-specific list associated with the 
second controlling attribute (Figure, 2, paragraphs [0040-0050] and [0086]- [0088]); 

selecting an action from the second attribute-specific list to be performed on the 
second objection (paragraphs [0046- 0052]. 

Kephart teaches substantial features of the claimed invention, however he does 
not explicitly teach (a) reordering the first of the plurality of attribute-specific lists in 
accordance with the selected action, the reordering of the first of the plurality of attribute- 
specific lists is performed independently of the remaining attribute-specific lists, (b) 
reordering the second of the plurality of attribute-specific lists in accordance with the 
selected action, the reordering of the second of the plurality of attribute-specific lists is 
performed independently of the remaining attribute-specific lists, (c) invoking the 
reordered first of the plurality of attribute-specific lists via a third object having the first 
controlling attribute; and invoking the reordered second of the plurality of attribute 
specific lists via a fourth object having the second controlling attribute. 

This feature is well known in the art and would have been obvious to modify the 
teaching of Kephart with AAP A. 

AAPA teaches (a) reordering the first of the plurality of attribute-specific lists in 
accordance with the selected action, the reordering of the first of the plurality of attribute- 
specific lists is performed independently of the remaining attribute-specific lists 
(paragraphs [0004-0005]). (b) Reordering the second of the plurality of attribute-specific 
lists in accordance with the selected action, the reordering of the second of the plurality 
of attribute-specific lists is performed independently of the remaining attribute-specific 
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lists (paragraphs [0004-0005]). (c) invoking the reordered first of the plurality of 
attribute-specific lists via a third object having the first controlling attribute; and invoking 
the reordered second of the plurality of attribute specific lists via a fourth object having 
the second controlling attribute (paragraphs [0004-0005]). 

Giving the teaching of AAPA, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have 
readily recognized the desirability and the advantage of modifying Kephart et al by 
employing the email ordering system of AAPA so that email messages are organized in 
such a way of being able to locate a particular email message easily and quickly. 

As to claim 3 , Kephart discloses wherein each of the first, second, third, and 
fourth objects correspond to an email (abstract). 

As to claim 4 , Kephart discloses wherein the controlling attribute of each of 

the first, second, third, and fourth objects corresponds to a sender of the email (paragraph 

[0074]). 

As to claim 5 , Kephart discloses wherein each of the first, second, third, and 
fourth objects corresponds to a file (abstract and paragraphs [0086-88]). 

As to claim 6 , Kephart discloses wherein the controlling attribute of each of 
the first, second, third, and fourth objects corresponds to a creator of the file (paragraphs 
[0086-88]). 

As to claim 7 , Kephart discloses wherein the action is movement to a folder 
(paragraphs [0042- 0043]. 
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As to claim 8 , Kephart discloses wherein the action is setting an object property 
(paragraphs 0046-52]. 

As to claim 9, AAPA discloses wherein the sort criterion is how recently the 
listed_alternatives has have been performed (paragraph [0002 -005]). 

As to claim 1 1 , Kephart discloses wherein the method is performed by execution 
of a computer program by a processor from a computer-readable medium (paragraphs 
0038]). 

Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. Kephart further discloses updating a first of the attribute-specific lists based on 
an action performed on an object containing the attribute associated with the first of the 
attribute-specific lists, the update performed independently of the remaining lists in the 
set of attribute-specificjists (Figure 2 and paragraphs [0040-0050]); and displaying the 
updated attribute-specific list via a disparate object containing the same attribute 
(paragraphs 0046-48]). Kephart further discloses wherein the controlling attribute is 
based on the creator of the object (paragraphs [0086-88]). 

As to claim 13 , Kephart discloses the-selectable actions listed in the attribute- 
specific list comprising folders (Figure 5). 
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As to claim 14, Kephart discloses the attribute-specific lists initialized to be 
empty (paragraph [0048]. 

Claim 15 is similar in scope to claim 5, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 16 , Kephart discloses the set of attribute-specific lists initialized 
based on a controlling attribute (paragraphs [0048] and [0061-0065]). 

As to claim 18 . AAPA discloses wherein the controlling attribute is based on at 
least the recipient of the object (paragraph [0002]). 

As to claim 19 , Kephart discloses further comprising sorting the attribute- specific 
lists based on at least one sort criterion (Figure 2, paragraphs [0040- 0050] and [0055- 
0056]). 

As to claim 20 , Kephart disclose the sort criterion corresponds to a level of 
priority (paragraphs [0040-0044] and [0046- 0048]). 

As to claim 21 , Kephart discloses the sort criterion corresponds to a time at 
which the object having the associated attribute was subject to the action (Figure 2, 
paragraphs 0040- 0050]). 
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As to claim 22 , Kephart discloses the sort criterion corresponds to a frequency to 
which the object having the associated attribute is subject to the action (paragraphs 
[0040-0044] and [0046- 0048]). 

As to claim 23 , Kephart discloses further comprising appending additional 
selectable actions to an existing attribute-specific list (paragraphs 0046-56]). 

As to claim 24 , Kephart discloses the action corresponds to movement of at least 
one object between attribute-specific lists (paragraphs 0042-43]). 

Claim 25 is similar in scope to claim 3, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 26 , Kephart discloses wherein the action corresponds to setting a 
property on at least one object (paragraphs, [0046-0052]. 

Claim 27 is similar in scope to claim 12, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 28 is similar in scope to claim 13, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 29 is similar in scope to claim 14, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claim 30 is similar in scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 3 1 is similar in scope to claim 25, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 33 is similar in scope to claim 6, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 34 is similar in scope to claim 19, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 35 is similar in scope to claim 19, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 36 is similar in scope to claim 20, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 37 is similar in scope to claim 21, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 38 is similar in scope to claim 22, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 39 , Kephart discloses, further comprising an appending component to 
append one or more additional entries to the plurality of attribute- specific lists 
(paragraphs [0046]-[0056]). 

Claim 40 is similar in scope to claim 39, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claim 41 is similar in scope to claim 24, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 42 is similar in scope to claim 26, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 43 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. AAPA further disclose means for ordering the first of the attribute-specific 
lists based on the one or more ordering criteria, the ordering criteria is a function of the 
performed action (paragraph [0002], [0004] and [0005]). 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments with respect to the amended claims 1,11 and 21 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant argues that: 

(a) , Kephart in view of AAPA discloses Kephart, et al. does not teach that 
separate action lists are initialized and maintained for each of a set of specific object 
attributes. 

(b) , Kephart, et al. does not manage separate attribute-specific action lists. 

(c) , neither Kephart, et al. nor AAPA disclose such attribute-specific action lists 
as recited. The cited references therefore fail to teach more specifically that the 
controlling attribute for such lists can be based on the creator of the object through which 
the list was invoked. 



The Examiner disagrees for the following reasons. 
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Applicant argues that AAPA, does not disclose attribute-specific lists associated 
with an object's controlling attribute. 

The Examiner disagrees for the following reasons. 

Per (a), Kephart in view of AAPA discloses that separate action lists are 
initialized and maintained for each of a set of specific object attributes (Figure, 2, 
paragraphs [0040-0050] and [0086]- [0088]). 

Per (b), Kephart do manage separate attribute-specific action lists (paragraphs 
[0055-56], [0040-50] and Figure 2). 

Per (c), neither Kephart nor AAPA teach more specifically that the controlling 
attribute for such lists can be based on the creator of the object through which the list was 
invoked (paragraph [0002], [0004] and [0005]). 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/799,456 
Art Unit: 2175 



Page 1 1 



Inquiry 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MESEKER TAKELE whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1653. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30AM- 
5:00PM est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Bashore can be reached on (571) 272-4088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Meseker Takele/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



/William L. Bashore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



